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HISTORY 

In the tenth edition of the Systema Naturae Linnae¬ 
us named and described Conus ammiralis and three 
infra-specific forms, giving as locality “CL Americae 
meridionalis.” From these descriptions, however, ammir¬ 
alis was recognized as a now well-known Indo-Pacific 
species. In the 12 th edition of the Systema he added a 
fourth form (C. ammiralis cedo-nulli Linnaeus, 1767) 
and again gave the habitat as “O. Americae meridiona¬ 
lis. 55 His brief description was insufficient in itself to de¬ 
fine the form and he cited but one figure (Seba, 1758, 
vol. 3, pit. 48, fig. 8). The hypotype of this figure was a 
specimen originally in the cabinet of Johan Bernard de la 
Faille of The Hague, Holland, and known as “ Cedo 
Nulli” as early as 1718. Its present whereabouts are un¬ 
known. 

Hwass in Bruguiere (1792, p. 602) boosted cedonulli 
to specific rank and re-described it but failed to attribute 
it to any author. However, he also named and described 
9 infra-specific forms and included Conus ammiralis ce¬ 
do-nulli Linnaeus and its description in his synonymy 
of variety A ( Conus cedonulli amiralis Hwass in Bru¬ 
guiere, 1792). All varieties were given Caribbean local¬ 
ities and 7 were named for them. 

Lamarck (1822, p. 447) accepted Hwass 5 revision but 
credited cedonulli as a separate species to Bruguiere. 
Linnaeus was mentioned only as using the name as a 
“variety.” Through most of the 19 th century conchologists 
recognized Conus cedonulli as a valid Caribbean species, 
although they often credited it to Bruguiere, Hwass, 
or Lamarck. 


But Tryon (1884, vol. 6, p. 28) merely listed “ Cedo¬ 
nulli Hwass” as a synonym of <f nebulosus Solander” 
(probably nebulosus Hwass = Conus regius Gmelin, 
1791) and this could well be true of Tryon’s specimen, 
for regius was often polished and sold as cedonulli. 

Clench (1942, Johnsonia no. 6, pp. 3-7) divided 
cedonulli of Hwass and Lamarck between Conus regius 
and C. dominicanus Hwass, 1792 and said these were 
“long confused with C. cedonulli and C. ammiralis - 
both Indo-Pacific.” 

Dodge (1953, p. 27) says that Hwass 5 forms of Conus 
cedo-nulli were based on a specimen of C. regius and 
that the real cedonulli is an Indo-Pacific shell. 

Kohn (1963, Joum. Linn. Soc. 44, no. 302, p. 762) 
says he agrees with Linnaeus that cedonulli is a variety 
of Conus ammiralis and (1968, Joum. Linn. Soc. 47, no. 
313, p. 450) that he considers all of Hwass 5 varieties 
of cedonulli to be conspecific with Conus insularis Gme¬ 
lin, 1791. 

Finally, Dance (1966, p. 232) publishes Seba’s type 
figure of <( Cedo Nulli” and says it is probably the archi- 
talassus Lightfoot form of Conus ammiralis. 

DISCUSSION 

I am greatly indebted to Mr. G. W. Nowell-Usticke of 
St. Croix, Virgin Islands for the opportunity to study and 
photograph an extraordinary specimen in his collection 
of the Conus cedonulli of Hwass, here shown as Figure 
/, and I am grateful to Mr. S. Peter Dance for repro¬ 
ducing Seba 5 s figure of cedonulli Linnaeus, shown as 
Figure 2, which I otherwise might never have seen. Seba 


Plate Explanation 

Figure /: Conus cedonulli Linnaeus. St. Vincent, Windward Figures: Conus ammiralis cedonulli Linnaeus. Type figure from 
Islands (Nowell-Usticke collection). X 1 Seba, vol. 3, pit. 48. 

Figure 3: Conus ammiralis Linnaeus. Philippines. X 1.3 

Figure 4: Conus ammiralis Linnaeus. Aori Island, New Hebrides. 
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